'Militarisation as Diffusion: The Politics of Gender, Space and the Everyday' consists of five papers by feminist scholars whose work spans diverse socio-political contexts.
Based on a panel at the International Studies Association (ISA) annual convention in April 2013, our themed section begins by questioning militarisation as a fixed condition. Militarisation is understood not as a homogenous and complete exercise of spatial power, but rather as a process which is constantly in flux as well as continually negotiated, reiterated and resisted by those subjects both inside and outside of the military (Lutz 2002; Bernazzoli and Flint 2009) . By approaching militarisation as an unfinished process, the authors in this collection highlight the influence of military thinking and institutions, not as static structures, but instead as productive sites. These sites are made visible through the investigation of five key themes: the social construction of gender; transgressions of borders and boundaries; militarised subjectivities; public and private spaces; and the micropolitics of everyday life.
Our collection takes root in the argument that the construction of gender is an inherently social and spatial process, which shapes and is shaped by militarisation.
Recent scholarship in critical military studies and feminist geographies draws attention to ways in which gender is constructed in and through socio-spatial power relations Woodward 2004; Dowler 2012; Fluri 2014; Massaro and Williams 2013; Tyner and Henkin 2015) . Adding nuance to broader analyses, the authors in the collection are concerned precisely with how spatialised experiences of militarisation draw gender together with nation, class and 'race' across a variety of locations. Each of the authors examines differing constructions of gender in diverse geopolitical, socio-spatial militarised settings such as Guahan/Guam, Britain, and Israel-Palestine, and pays attention to sites, discourses and experiences that are often devalued or ignored because they represent the margin, the domestic, the popular or the private and therefore constitute the everyday.
Through their focus on the everyday, the authors in this collection highlight how militarisation ties the social construction of gender to the production, navigation and transgression of spatialised borders and boundaries. As Ronni Alexander and Katherine Natanel demonstrate, the production of borders and boundaries within processes of militarisation both reinforces and challenges subjective experiences. By considering lines of geopolitical and social division, these authors shed light on how gendered and racialised subjects are produced and reproduced in multiple geopolitical locations and imaginaries. Alexander uses the metaphor of the fence to understand the complex and contradictory positioning of Chamoru people in the highly militarised context of Guahan/Guam. Alexander shows how Chamoru depend upon the US military for the economic, social and cultural livelihoods, but that this very dependence also means a continuing loss of their traditional, indigenous way of life.
The fence, in this article, is both a real material construction, that spans and intersects island life and a domesticated imaginary, which reinforces the colonial legacies that make Guahan/Guam and its people forever subject to US sovereign military power.
While men and women must acquiesce to such macro demands, Chamoru communities also resist capitulation to colonial masters. Yet, it is not just the routines Providing an emphasis on temporality, and therefore a recognition of history (Massey 1994) , the everyday sheds light on the repetitive, ritualistic performance of subjectivities through mundane activities such as donning a uniform, maintaining the military home and the homefront, and wearing a red poppy in public. Yet at the same time, the private sphere acts as a significant site of negotiation and contestation. In taking seriously the everyday work of social reproduction, the assembled authors expose 'hidden transcripts' of violence through which military aims and values become embedded within the ordinary, and show how everyday life acts as an important domain for militarisation as a "process of inscription" (Lutz 2002) . By using feminist methodologies to reveal the spatialised networks and social mechanisms through which militarisation is sustained and resisted, 'gendering' militarisation reveals a complex politics of diffusion at work in a range of everyday power relations -a politics that is spatially and discursively produced by military presence.
